DEFENDER OF DEMOCRACY
had been anticipated already in the fifteenth cen-tory. So he appealed to me as a Czech in defence of his thesis. We came to what may be called his arithmetical argument. 'I should not support any opposition against a Mongolian invasion/ he said, cin case they overran Russia and murdered. If they met with no opposition they would grow lax and stop killing. For practical purposes that would be simpler and better, and fewer human lives would be lost than if we were to offer armed defence.3 I said to him: 'We meet one another. You attack me with the intention of killing me, and shall I allow it without making a move? One of us must go under. So if I kill you, instead of allowing you to kill me, there will only be one of us killed anyway.'  He  did not understand  that the whole spiritual constitution of an aggressor is quite different from that of a defender. Romain Rolland also does not see this truth, and the confused mind of Gandhi falls back on Tolstoi. If I see that I shall be killed, then I try to kill my aggressor, if I cannot manacle him.
"But Russia: Its culture interested me as a whole, and I endeavoured to learn something about its military strength too, and other things. At that
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